
Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to votc against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely conccrncd that 
a broadcast flag regillation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pictnrc is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my currcnt consumcr clcctronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadc.ast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David IIarralson 
3629 Lankershim Blvd 
Studio City, CA91604 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -~ I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, whal cumpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer ofbroadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Wesley Messer 
5286 Shady Meadows Dr 
Hamilton. OII 45011 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digltal television transition relies 011 convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I ani very conccrncd about thc fair-usc implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive rccipicnt of content -- 1 can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an einail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV prograni 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Aldinger 
120 Patton Ave. 
Pine Beach, NJ 08741 
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October 18, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast (lag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for InnoMtIon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng m o ~ ~ l e  studlos to veto leatures 01 DTV-reception equlpment WIN enable the studios to tell technologlnts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually w n t .  and It could result In me being charged more money 101 inlerioi lunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent. I wIII not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

sincerely, 

Brlan Schettler 
4927 SE Church111 Way 
Lawton, OK73501 
USA 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Q. Thede 
435-4 Chandler Drive 
Aurora, OH 44202 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Andy Greenberg 
15023a Baxter Village Dr 
Chesterfield, MO 63017 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
o f  my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, i urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Rubin 
83 bellevue av 
Rumson, NJ 07760 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about thc fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, 1 can be more than a passivc rccipicnt of content -- I can modify, crcatc, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seenis designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I e j o y .  

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William West Jr. 
l5oJ Boxthorne lane 
Winston Salem. NC 27106 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.'' I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living rooin Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I ani veiy concerned about the fair-use implicatioiis of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tcclmology, I can be more than a pa3sive rccipieiit of content -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an eiiiail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a coiisuiiier to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Willis 
Francis P1 
Los Angeles, CA 90034 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a liome movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Bradley 
1012 Macy St. 
La Habra, CA90631 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuilicatioi~s Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a coiisumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I ani very concerned about the fair-use implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be morc than a passivc rccipicnt of contcnt -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apart~nent. The broadcast flag seenis designed to remove this 
control and flexibility tllat I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dime Cimiluca 
244 LaSalle Ave. 
HasbrouckHeiglits, NJ 07604 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against thc adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerncd that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatahle to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us  buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digilal equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough rcason for mc to dispense with all my currcnt consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Justin Decker 
1471 W. Camino Ct. 
Chandler, AZ 85224 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, h W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dcar Chaimian Powell, 

As a consunier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
coticerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I eiijoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment, That trailsition will be far more palatable to ine as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
display$ and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive aiid less valuable. 

In addition, I ani very conccrned about the fair-usc implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passjvc recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a sinall piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcaTt flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility tlmt I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipiiient. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioil, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

James M. House 
3390 Lombardy Road 
Pasadena, CA 91 107 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing t l ie broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Phil True 
4816 Slater Ct. 
Saint Paul, MN 55122 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying iiew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I c a n  
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen arid coiisumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

R.  Scott McDuffie 
3702 SE 167th Court 
Vancouver, WA 98683 



2003-10-1905 47 41 (GMT) 16506181679 From To Page 1 o f 1  

Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, and participate, I c a n  
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Cassandra Brumley 
3926E 700 South 
Lynn, I N  47355 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely conccrncd that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing borne network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 'IT7 program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digilal equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my currcnt consumer electronics and computcr 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Wooden 
338 E. Lake St. 
Petoskey, MI 49770 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the knefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That tiansition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are inore expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I ani very conccrncd about thc fair-usc implications of tlic broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be niorc than a passivc rccipicnt of content -- 1 can modify, crcate, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an eniail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at niy friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seeins designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reasan do I have as a consunier to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consunier of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Dan Bryant RN BA 
1721 Dayton Rd 
Cluco, CA 95928 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television, 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and COmpUter 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Alex Bowling 
2343 A St. 
Forest Grove, OR 97116 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wili be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -~ I can modify, create, and palticipate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digitai television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Del Rio 
9417 Great Hills Til. #2070 
Austin, TX 78759 
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October l a ,  2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Feoeral Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon !n any FCC-mandated adoption o i  "broadcast flag" technology ior dlgltal television As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I ieel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate (or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto ieatures 01 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wl11 result In products that don't necessarlly reilect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Infcrlor iunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast1lag mandate, I would actually be less llhely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I will not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ilag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

sincerely, 

Earle Shugerman 
4181 Pledra Place 
Boulder, CO 80301 
USA 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC '20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption o fa  "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rec.ordTV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTVprogram onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digihl equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my currcnt consumer clcctronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kathy Hennessy 
1039 N. Harlem h e .  
Oak Park, IL  60302 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation wouid restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wili be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ i can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digitat transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Michael J. Challis 
PO Box 81 9 
Long Beach. WA 98631 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chai rman Michael K. Powell 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear  Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and  computer  products, I urge  the  Federal 
Communica t ions  Commission t o  vote against  t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast f lag." I am gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way I en joy  television. 

T h e  digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers  o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equ ipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer  i f  switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network,  buying new h igh-  
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for y e t  ano the r  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please d o  n o t  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  mak ing  us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and  less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of  t h e  broadcast f lag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  t h a n  a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and par t ic ipate.  I can record TV to  watch  later;  clip a smal l  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  ch i ld 's footbal l  g a m e  to  a distant relative; o r  record a 
TV p rog ram onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  fr iend's apa r tmen t .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed to  remove  this contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does not  m a k e  t h e  publ ic 'sv iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have  as a consumer  to b u y  n e w  
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i t h  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and  computer  equ ipment .  As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion by  opposing t h e  broadcast 
f lag. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Massar 
2 0  Hastings Street 
West Roxbury, MA 02132  
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC zo j j 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consuiners of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us  buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a n 'p rogram onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer Lo buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispcnsc with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and c.onsumer of broadcast television, I iirge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ray Devereaux 
1111 Jefferson 
Boise, I D  83728 


